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REMARKS 

Applicants wish to thank Examiner Bruenjes for the helpful and courteous discussion 
with Applicants' Representative on July 1 1 , 2005. During this discussion it was noted that 
the Claims may be allowable over the prior art of record if the limitations of Claim 22 are 
included in Claim 1 . Claim 1 has been so amended. Applicants note that Claim 22 was not 
rejected over Mitchell et al (US 5,460,771), Ishida et al (US 5,292,789), Himmelmann et al 
(US 6,677,015), or Boer et al (US 6,355,358) as being anticipated. 

The rejection of Claims 1-19, 21-33, 35 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mitchell et al (US 5,859,148) in view of Borggreve et al (US 5,859,148) is 
traversed. 

Mitchell et al and Borggreve et al, alone or in combination, fail to disclose or suggest 
a composite as claimed. Applicants wish to draw the Examiner's attention to the Examples 
starting at page 19 of the specification. Examples 1 and 2 according to the present invention, 
show permanent adhesion at all of the phase boundaries, while Comparative Examples 1 and 
2 show that there is no adhesion between the outer and middle layer when one layer is 
omitted. Thus, the claimed composite exhibits superior properties which are not disclosed or 
suggested by Mitchell et al or Borggreve et aU alone or in combination. 

Therefore, the rejection of Claims 1-19, 21-33, 35 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Mitchell et al (US 5,859,148) in view of Borggreve et al (US 
5,859,148) is believed to be unsustainable as the present invention is neither anticipated nor 
obvious and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

In addition, the present application and Boer et al were, at the time the invention of 
the present application was made, owned by Degussa AG. Thus, the present application 
qualifies for the exemption under 103(c)/! 02(e). Thus, the rejection of Claims 1-15, 17-19 
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and 21-33 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over Boer et al (US 6,355,358) in view 
of Hudak (US 6,177,516) should be withdrawn. 

Regarding Boer et al (US 6,355,358), Applicants wish to draw the Examiner's 
attention to the attached DERWENT SEARCH REPORT (filed via Information Disclosure 
Statement). Since some of the corresponding foreign patents published before the US filing 
date of the present application, Applicants submit herewith a Certified English translation of 
priority document of the present application, DE 100 64 333.7, filed December 21, 2000. 
Thus, Applicants have perfected their claim to priority. 

An Information Disclosure Statement with the Search Report and the reference cited 
therein that published before the US filing date of this case are also attached herewith. 
Consideration of this IDS is requested. 

Further, Claims 21 and 22 were not rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims of US 6.677,015. US 
6355358 in view of US 6,177.516 . In addition. U.S. 6.783.821 and Merziger (US 
6,302,153) fail to disclose or suggest the claimed layer sequence. Thus, the double patenting 
rejection over claims 1-37 of U.S. 6.783.821 in view of Merziger (US 6,302,153) should be 
withdrawn. 

Regarding Claims 35 and 36, none of the claims of US 6.677,015. US 6355358. US 
6.177.516 and U.S. 6.783.821 disclose or suggest the claimed molding compositions. Thus, 
the double patenting rejection over claims of US 6.677.015 . US 6,355.358. US 6.177.516 and 
U.S. 6.783.821 should be withdrawn. 

The objection to the abstract is obviated by the new abstract. A copy of the new 
abstract has been provided on a separate sheet, attached herewith. 

This application presents allowable subject matter, and the Examiner is kindly 
requested to pass it to issue. Should the Examiner have any questions regarding the claims or 
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otherwise wish to discuss this case, he is kindly invited to contact Applicants' below-signed 
representative, who would be happy to provide any assistance deemed necessary in speeding 
this application to allowance. 



Respectfully submitted, 



OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 
Norman F. Obion 
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